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Objective: Osteoporosis in men is substantially underestimated and undertreated worldwide. Therefore,
our study aimed to assess the bone mineral density (BMD) and predicting factors of low BMD in
community dwelling men.
Materials and Methods: This cross-sectional study was conducted from January 2004 to November 2005.
The participants were 519 men from 30 to 79 years old who underwent a checkup at a teaching hospital
in eastern Taiwan. Anthropometric and lifestyle factors were investigated using a standard self-reporting
questionnaire. Bone mineral density of the posterior-anterior lumbar spine (L1eL4) (BMDL) was
measured by dual energy X-ray absorptiometry. Age groups were stratiﬁed by 10-year intervals.
Results: The mean BMDL in the 519 participants was 0.951 g/cm2, with no signiﬁcant difference between
age groups. The BMDL was correlated positively with body mass index (BMI) (r¼ 0.22, p< 0.001). Of the
390men aged 50 or older,17.4% had an osteoporotic lumbar spine. Theirmean agewas 59.4 years [standard
deviation (SD) 6.3], with amean BMDL of 0.758 g/cm2, and amean BMI of 23.1 (SD 3.5). Lowbodymasswas
noted as the unique factor associated with osteoporosis in a mutlivariate analysis, after controlling for risk
factors such as aging, smoking, alcohol intake and low physical activity. Menwith a BMI less than 22.9 (the
25th percentile) were 2.9 times more likely to have osteoporosis than those with a higher BMI.
Conclusion: Low bone mass is not uncommon in men in Taiwan. A low body mass index was a risk factor.
Further investigation of both the bone health of men and the effects of environmental factors is crucial.
Copyright  2012, Buddhist Compassion Relief Tzu Chi Foundation. Published by Elsevier Taiwan LLC. All
rights reserved.1. Introduction
As the aged population rises dramatically, osteoporosis is
a growing health concern globally. In Taiwan, the burden of oste-
oporotic fracture has been noted in previous studies with about 12%
of men in urban districts experiencing one or more vertebral
compression fractures in 1993 [1]. According to Taiwan national
health insurance data, the estimated incidence of hip fracture in
men was 225 per 100,000 population or about 5000 hospitaliza-
tions of men for hip fractures from 1999 to 2000 [2].
Osteoporotic facture leads to signiﬁcantmorbidity andmortality
[3], and poor functional outcomes [4,5] are well demonstrated from
women’s studies. Those fractures are also associated with great
socioeconomic burden [6]. Moreover, fractures in men result inedicine, Buddhist Tzu Chi
ualien, Taiwan. Tel.: þ886 38
i).
ddhist Compassion Relief Tzu Chia higher morbidity and mortality than those observed in women
[7,8]. Osteoporosis is no longer regarded as an inevitable result of
aging but as a preventable and treatable disorder [9]. However,
osteoporosis in men is substantially under-diagnosed and under-
treated worldwide [10]. Its occurrence is determined by many
factors, notably lifestyle, medications, genetic susceptibility, and
interactions between these factors [9,11]. Low bone mass has been
deﬁned as an intermediate risk factor, similarly to prehypertension
in heart disease. In Taiwan, the life expectancy of men has increased
remarkably in the last decade, rising from 71.9 years in 1995 to 76.4
years in 2010 [12]. Several studies have tried to identify the main
determinants of low bone mineral density (BMD) in men. However,
the most recent populations studied were elderly men [13,14]. The
aim of this cross-sectional study was to assess the BMD and risk
factors for low BMD in community dwelling men.
2. Materials and methods
This cross-sectional study was carried out from January 2004 to
November 2005 at a teaching hospital of the Buddhist CompassionFoundation. Published by Elsevier Taiwan LLC. All rights reserved.
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30e85 years old whowere receiving a health checkup, were invited
to participate in this study. Most participants were volunteers from
the Foundation and had free medical checkups every 2 years. All
participants gave their consent for analysis of data, and the project
was approved by the Protection of Human Subjects Institutional
Review Board of Tzu Chi University and Hospital. In this paper, men
from 30 to 79 years old were studied. A total of 532 men were
enrolled. Thirteen (2.4%) participants were excluded because they
had a history or evidence of metabolic bone disorders, were taking
medication such as thyroid hormone, or had a history of steroid use.Table 1
Life style and medical illness of the 519 men.
Life style n %
Tobacco use
Current smokers 83 16.0
Ex-smokers 142 27.4
Never 291 56.12.1. Data collection
Data on background characteristics, lifestyle (smoking, alcohol
intake), frequency of physical activity and diet were collected with
a standard self-reporting questionnaire. Medical history (i.e.,
asthma, hypertension, diabetes, thyroid problems) andmedications
(use of oral steroids) were also assessed.
Weight was measured without shoes in light indoor clothing,
using a calibrated digital scale. Height was measured using a cali-
brated stadiometer. BMD was assessed by measurements taken at
the lumbar spine by dual energy X-ray absorptiometry (DXA) using
a Hologic QDR 4500W densitometer (Hologic, Inc., Waltham, MA,
USA). The coefﬁcient of variation of our machine was 1%. Quality
control procedures were carried out in accordance with the
manufacturer’s guide. The mean value of the bone density of the
lumbar spine (L1eL4) was labeled as the subject’s BMDL. For
participants 50 years old or older, the assessment of the BMDL
was also categorized by T-score into three groups with T-scores of
 e1.0 deﬁned as “normal”,<e1.0 toe2.5 as “low bone mass”, and
 e2.5 as “osteoporosis” according to the World Health Organiza-
tion criteria [9].
Smoking was categorized as never smoked, ex-smoker, and
current smoker; physical activity was assessed as high, moderate or
low if the subject exercised daily, 3 times or more or 2 times or less
per week, respectively. Vegetarianism was deﬁned as a lacto- or
ovo- or both vegetative diet. Low physical activity, current smoker,
current alcohol drinker, and vegetarian diet were categorized as
lifestyle risk factors. Hypertension, adult diabetes mellitus, and
heart disease on the self-reported medical history were deﬁned as
medical risk factors. Low body mass was deﬁned as a body mass
index (BMI) less than the 25th percentile [15]. Education for 12
years or more was deﬁned as high education.Missing 3 0.6
Alcohol drinking
Current drinkers 107 20.6
Ex-drinkers 100 19.3
Never 203 39.1
Missing 109 21.0
Betel nut chewing
Current chewers 27 5.2
Ex-chewers 72 13.9
Never 411 79.2
Missing 9 1.7
Physical activity
High (daily) 131 25.2
Moderate ( 3 times/w) 72 13.9
Low (< 3 times/w) 316 60.9
Vegeterian diet 87 16.8
Currently calcium supplement 87 16.8
Medical illness
Hypertension 140 27.0
Type II diabetes 33 6.4
Heart disease 47 9.1
Asthma 16 3.12.2. Statistical analysis
Means, standard deviations (SD) and Student t test were used to
compare numerical variables. The age speciﬁc mean and SD of the
BMDL were calculated for age groups stratiﬁed by 10-year intervals.
The ManteleHaenszel (MeH) chi-square test for trend was
computed to assess the effect modiﬁcation of the association
between age and bone density. Pearson correlation coefﬁcients of
bone density and each potential covariate were computed inde-
pendently. Comparison between participants was done using
analysis of variance (ANOVA) for quantitative variables and the chi-
square test for qualitative variables. Stepwise multiple regression
analysis was then used to study the determinants of BMDL.
Frequency, percentages and 95% conﬁdence intervals (CI) were
used to assess the prevalence of osteoporosis. Logistic regression
analysis was employed to estimate the multivariate-adjusted odds
ratio of the independent variables. SAS software 9.12 (Cary, NC,
USA) was used for statistical analysis and p values < 0.05 were
considered statistically signiﬁcant.3. Results
The mean age of the 519 menwas 55.9 years (SD 9.5), and 18.9%
were 65 years old or older. The mean body weight was 69.6 kg (SD
10.3) and mean height was 166.4 cm (SD 6.4). The general charac-
teristics of the participants are shown in Table 1. One-third (27.4%)
of themenwere ex-smokers,16.0%were current smokers and 56.1%
had never smoked. About one in ﬁve men reported that they
currently drank alcohol. Eighty-seven men (16.8%) were vegetar-
ians. In total, 140 (27.0%) reported they had hypertension and 9.1%
had heart disease. About one-third had a high education level.
The mean BMD of all participants was 0.951 g/cm2 (SD 0.132),
which was not signiﬁcantly correlated with age (r¼0.02,
p¼ 0.59). The mean BMI was 25.1 (SD 3.3), which was positively
correlated with the BMDL (r¼ 0.22, p< 0.01) and negatively
correlated with age (r¼0.11, p¼ 0.01). The 25th and 75th
percentiles of the BMI were 22.9 and 26.8, respectively. The mean
BMD and BMI were lower in the oldest age group (70e79 years) but
no signiﬁcant difference was noted (Table 2). The BMDL was posi-
tively correlated with the BMI among men less than 50 years old
(r¼ 0.35, p< 0.01) and men 50 years old or older (r¼ 0.17, p< 0.01)
(data not shown). Multiple linear regression analysis was per-
formed to identify the related factors that affected BMDL. The
independent parameter associated with BMDL was the BMI (stan-
dardized coefﬁcient¼ 0.31, p< 0.01). The adjusted R2 value of the
regression model was 4.3%.
Among men 50 years old or older, the prevalences of lifestyle
risk factors were as follows: current smokers 13.1%, current alcohol
drinking 18.7%, ex-smoker 29.2%; low physical activity 54.1%; and
vegeterianism 16.4%. The prevalences of osteoporosis and low bone
mass were 17.4% (95% CI: 13.6, 21.2) and 44.1% (95% CI: 39.2, 49.0),
respectively. The results of DXA testing showed no signiﬁcant
differences in men, 50e59 years, 60e69 years and 70e79 years old
(the MeH chi-square test for trend was 1.64, p¼ 0.47). Surprisingly,
men 50e59 years old had a high prevalence of osteoporosis (19.6%,
95% CI 14.3, 24.9). The 68 men diagnosed with osteoporosis had
Table 2
Body mass index and results of lumbar mineral bone density testinga by age groups.
Age (y) n Age mean SD Body mass indexb
mean SD
Bone densityc (g/cm2)
mean SD
Low bone
mass n (%)
Osteoporosis n (%)
39e39 22 35.4 2.6 26.1 3.7 0.964 0.107
40e49 107 45.9 2.6 25.6 3.7 0.968 0.120
50e59 219 54.5 2.8 24.9 3.2 0.935 0.127 99 (45.2) 43 (19.6)
60e69 126 64.2 2.7 24.9 3.0 0.966 0.146 52 (41.3) 18 (14.3)
70e79 45 73.3 2.7 24.6 2.6 0.941 0.148 21 (46.7) 7 (15.6)
All 519 55.9 9.5 25.1 3.3 0.951 0.132
a Criteria of WHO T-score. Normal group  e1.0; low bone mass < e1.0 to e2.5; osteoporosis  e2.5.
b Body mass index (kg/m2): ANOVA test F value¼ 1.74, p¼ 0.14.
c Bone mineral density (g/cm2): ANOVA test F value¼ 1.78, p¼ 0.13.
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BMI of 23.5 (SD 3.5) andmean body weight of 64.1 kg (SD 10.0). Age
65 years old and older, low body mass and other known risk factors
of osteoporosis, such as current smoking, and alcohol drinking
were used as independent variables in the logistic regression
model. The analysis revealed that low body mass was the signiﬁ-
cant factor associated with osteoporosis (Table 3). Those with a BMI
less than 22.9 (the 25 th percentile) were 2.9 times more likely be
diagnosed with osteoporosis (p< 0.01) than those with a higher
BMI. Results of DXA testing across different quartiles of the BMI
(MeH chi-square¼ 17.5, p< 0.01) are shown in Fig. 1. Current
smoking was more prevalent among men with normal bone
density (14%) than those with osteoporosis (11.8%). The prevalence
of current alcohol drinkers was 19%, no difference between men
had normal bone mass or had osteoporosis. No signiﬁcant differ-
ences in lifestyle or medical risk factors were found between
participants with different DXA testing results.4. Discussion
In this study, we found that the average mean BMDL of men
30e39 years old was 0.964 g/cm2. Our results were similar to
ﬁndings from mainland China (0.957 g/cm2) [16] and India
(0.947 g/cm2) [17]. In previous reports from Taiwan, the mean
BMDL of men aged 30e39 years was found to be 1.22 g/cm2 in 1988
[18], 1.057 g/cm2 in 2000 [19], 1.009 g/cm2 in 2004 [20], and 0.97 g/
cm2 from 2005 to 2008 [21]. Our ﬁnding raises concerns about
whether and why Taiwanese young men have low bone density. In
a study of male resident doctors in India, factors associated with
low bone density were low BMI, reduced bioavailability of dietary
calcium and inadequate physical activity [17]. So, further studies of
the bone health of Taiwanese young men and the effects of envi-
ronmental factors are needed.Table 3
Logistic regression analysis on variables associated with osteoporosis.a
Variables Estimate Standard
error
Odds ratio
estimates Point
estimate 95% CI
Intercept 1.69 0.43
Old age ( 65 years) 0.33 0.36 0.72 0.36e1.45
Body mass index < 22.9 (the
25th percentile)
1.07 0.28 2.91 1.67e5.10
Low physical activity (< 3 vs.
3 times/w)
0.18 0.29 0.83 0.47e1.47
Current smokers (yes vs. no) 0.36 2.30 0.70 0.39e1.24
Current alcohol drinkers (yes
vs. no)
0.02 0.29 0.98 0.56e1.73
Vegetarian diet (yes vs. no) 0.13 0.39 1.14 0.53e2.49
a Number of observations¼ 390, 68 men diagnosed with osteoporosis. Likelihood
chi-square¼ 18.57, DF¼ 6, p¼ 0.005. R2¼ 0.0488. HosmereLemshow goodness of
ﬁt: chi-square¼ 8.619, DF¼ 8, Pr > Chisq¼ 0.4274.The low BMI in the elderly may be due to decreased lean mass
and dehydration of the intervertebral disks associated with aging.
Previous studies suggest that in men, bone loss accelerates after the
age of 70 years [13,16,20]. However, we found the BMDL decreased
only slightly with increasing age. Vertebral osteoarthritis and
a calciﬁed aortic wall may elevate BMDL, which could explain this
discrepancy. Panel experts recommend that bone density testing
should be performed simultaneously in the spine and hips [15,22].
Further bone density studies in the elderly should include hip bone
testing.
The prevalence of osteoporosis amongmen 50 years old or older
was 17.4%. Our results differ from the results of the Nutrition and
Health Survey in Taiwan 2005e2008, which reported 4.3% of these
men had osteoporosis in the lumbar spine and a total of 23.9% had
involvement in the lumbar spine, hip femoral neck or forearm [19].
Since the study cohort and their background were different,
comparison of the results may not be appropriate. From an epide-
miological view, bias in the prevalence estimation with different
numbers of age groups must be considered. DXA bone density
testing is not a convenient test and is not recommended for men
without major risk factors in Taiwan. Our results can be used as
a reference for bone health consultation for men.
Osteoporosis in men often has secondary causes such as
excessive alcohol use, smoking or corticosteroid therapy [23]. As
this was a cross-sectional study, we did not know our participants’
peak bone mass. We could not determine whether the high prev-
alence of abnormal bone density tests occurred because of low peak
bone mass or bone loss afterwards. Nearly half of our participants
had a history of tobacco and alcohol use. Also, one out of six was
vegetarian and more than half had low physical activity. The high
prevalence of low bone mass might have occurred because of the
high exposure rate of substance use, low physical activity or
a vegetarian diet. We did not collect information about the quantity
of substances used sowe could not accurately estimate their effects.Fig. 1. Results of bone density testing with dual energy X-ray absorptiometry by body
mass index.
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These limitations should be overcome in future studies.
In our study, the adjusted predictive accuracy of the BMDL was
low and lifestyle risk factors such as aging, smoking, alcohol intake
and low physical activity were not statistically signiﬁcant. This
ﬁndingwas similar to a previous study innorthernTaiwan [17]. Bone
remodeling in men is different from that in women [24]. Further
investigation of factors associated with bone loss in men is crucial.
We found that low body mass was the factor associated with
osteoporosis. The BMI was negatively associated with the BMDL;
this is consistent with other studies [25,26]. Indeed, low body
weight is a well-known major risk factor for osteoporosis, with an
increased fracture risk. So maintaining an ideal body weight is
important, and is particularly crucial in young adults to achieve an
adequate peak bone mass.
Our study had limitations. First, our sample is from one hospital
and most participants were volunteers from a charity organization.
The ﬁndings cannot be extrapolated to the general population.
Second, ourdata is cross-sectional so a causal inferencebetween risk
factors for low bone mass cannot be assessed. Third, we did not
include some major risk factors that may affect BMDL, for example,
a detailed dietary calcium intake or a family history of fragility
fractures. Fourth, information about lifestyle was self-reported so
recall bias may also be a concern. And ﬁnally, errors in spinal DXA
because of degenerative changes in the spine should be considered.
In conclusion, low bone mass was not uncommon in men and low
bodymass was a predicting risk factor. Further investigation of both
bonehealth inmen and the effect of environmental factors is crucial.References
[1] Tsai KS, Wu SJ, Chieng PU, Yang RS, Lee TK. Prevalence of vertebral fractures in
Chinese men and women in urban Taiwanese communities. Calcif Tissue Int
1996;59:249e53.
[2] Chie WC, Yang RS, Liu JP, Tsai KS. High incidence rate of hip fracture in
Taiwan: estimated from a nationwide health insurance database. Osteoporo
Int 2004;15:998e1002.
[3] Center JR, Nguyen TV, Schneider D, Sambrook PN, Eisman JA. Mortality after
all major types of osteoporotic fracture in men and women: an observation
study. Lancet 1999;353:878e82.
[4] Greendale GA, Barrett-Connor E, Ingles S, Haile R. Late physical and functional
effects of osteoporotic fracture in women: the Rancho Bernardo Study. J Am
Geriatr Soc 1995;43:955e61.
[5] Boonen S, Autier P, Barette M, Vanderschueren D, Lips P, Haentjens P. Func-
tional outcome and quality of life following hip fracture in elderly women:
a prospective controlled study. Osteoporos Int 2004;15:87e94.[6] Braithwaite RS, Col NF, Wong JB. Estimating hip fracture morbidity, mortality
and costs. J Am Geriatr Soc 2003;51:364e70.
[7] Trombetti A, Herrmann F, Hoffmeyer P, Schurch MA, Bonjour JP, Rizzoli R.
Survival and potential years of life lost after hip fracture in men and age-
matched women. Osteoporos Int 2002;13:731e7.
[8] Mussolino ME, Gillum RF. Low bone mineral density and mortality in men and
women: the third national health and nutrition examination survey linked
mortality ﬁle. Ann Epidemiol 2008;18:847e50.
[9] WHO. Prevention and Management of Osteoporosis. A Report of a WHO
Scientiﬁc Group. WHO Technical Report Series 921. Geneva: WHO; 2003.
p. 53e120.
[10] Kiebzak GM, Beinart GA, Perser K, Ambrose CG, Siff SJ, Heggeness MH.
Undertreatment of osteoporosis in men with hip fracture. Arch Intern Med
2002;162:2217e22.
[11] Clarke BL, Ebeling PR, Jones JD, Wahner HW, O’Fallon WM, Riggs BL, et al.
Predictors of bone mineral density in aging healthy men varies by skeletal
site. Calcif Tissue Int 2002;70:137e45.
[12] Ministry of Interior. Taiwan-Fukien demographic facts. Republic of China.
Taipei: Ministry of Interior [accessed 06.01.12], http://sowf.moi.gov.tw/stat/
year/list.htm; 2010.
[13] Chiu HC, Chan CH, Ho ML, Liu HW, Wu SF, Chang JK. Longitudinal changes in
bone mineral density of healthy elderly men in southern Taiwan. J Formos
Med Assoc 2008;107:653e8.
[14] Chen HY, Chang YF, Chang CS, Chen CY, Yang YC, Chen JF, et al. Associated
factors and status of management of osteoporosis in elderly males in a rural
community. Taiwan Geriatr Gerontol 2011;6:116e29.
[15] The Taiwanese Osteoporosis Association, Taipei. Consensus of Prevention and
treatment of osteoporosis of Taiwanese adults, 2007; p. 4.
[16] Zhang ZL, Qin YJ, Huang QR, Hu YQ, Li M, He JW, et al. Bone mineral density of
the spine and femur in healthy Chinese men. Asian J Androl 2006;8:419e27.
[17] Shaw CK. An epidemiologic study of osteoporosis in Taiwan. Am Epidemiol
1993;3:264e71.
[18] Yeh LR, Chen KH, Lai PH. Normal bone mineral density in anteroposterior,
lateral spinal and hip of Chinese men in Taiwan: effect of age change, body
weight and height. J Chin Med Assoc 2004;67:287e95.
[19] Chan WP, Liu JF, Chi WL. Evaluation of bone mineral density of the lumbar
spine and proximal femur in population-based routine health examinations of
healthy Asians. Acta Radiologica 2004;45:59e64.
[20] Lin YC, Pan WH. Bone mineral density in adults in Taiwan: results of the
Nutrition and Health Survey in Taiwan 2005-2008. Asia Pac J Clin Nutr 2011;
20:283e91.
[21] Multani SK, Sarathi V, Shivane V, Bandgar TR, Menon PS, Shah NS. Study of
bone mineral density in resident doctors working at a teaching hospital.
J Postgrad Med 2010;56:65e70.
[22] Leib ES, Lewiecki EM, Binkley N, Hamdy RS. International Society for Clinical
Densitometry. Ofﬁcial positions of the International Society for Clinical
Densitometry. J Clin Densitom 2004;7:1e6.
[23] Peter R, Ebeling PR. Osteoporosis in men. New Engl J Med 2008;358:1474e82.
[24] IOF. Osteoporosis in men: The ‘Silent Epidemic’ strikes men too. http://www.
iofbonehealth.org/bonehealth/osteoporosis-men-2; 2004. p. 7e8. [accessed
20.04.12].
[25] Seeman E, Melton 3rd LJ, O’Fallon WM, Riggs BL. Risk factors for spinal
osteoporosis in men. Am J Med 1983;75:977e83.
[26] Papaioannou A, Kennedy CC, Cranney A, Hawker G, Brown JP, Kaiser SM, et al.
Risk factors for low BMD in health men age 50 years or older: a systematic
review. Osteoporos Int 2008;20:507e18.
